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International application No. 

PCT/FR2004/000985 



Box No. I 



Basis of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international applicarion in the language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ 

This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

, which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 

Rule 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

| [ a sequence listing 

| | table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

| | in written format 

|~^] in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

| ] contained in the international application as filed. 

| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. r~] In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tables) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished 

4. Additional comments: 
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International application No. 

PCT/FR2 004/00 0985 



Box No. II 



Priority 



1. The following document has not yet been furnished: 

copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43 bis. 1 and 66.7(a)). 
["""] translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bis. 1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently ft has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has nevertheless been established on 
the assumption that the relevant date in the claimed priority date. 

2. I I This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim has been found invalid 
' ' (Rules 43bis.l and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international filing date indicated above is considered to be the 

relevant date. 



3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bl& 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 


1. Statement 








Novelty (N) CUims 1-34, 36, 37 




YES 




Claims 3 5 




NO 




Inventive step (IS) claimj} 1-34, 36, 37 




YES 




Claims 3 5 




NO 




Industrial applicability (1A) claims 1 ~ 3 7 




YES 




Claims 




NO 










2. Citations and explanations: 






1 


Reference is made to the following document in the 






present notification : 








Dl: GB 1 322 122 A (DUNLOP LTD) 4 July 1973 






(1973-07-04) 






2 


INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 






2 


.1, Document Dl, which is considered as 


representing the 






most relevant prior art, discloses (the references 






between parentheses apply to that document) a method 






of coating the inner wall of a pipe 


with a 






protective film, consisting in forming said 






protective film from at least one latex (see Dl, 






lines 9-36) , from which the subject 


matter of 






independent claim 1 differs in that 


said latex, 






diluted with a 20% solids content in 


demineralized 






water, has a conductivity of less than 1.3 mS/cm. 






The subject matter of claim 1 is therefore novel 






(PCT Article 33 (2) ) . 






2 


.1.1. The problem to be solved by the present 






invention may be considered as 


how to find a 






latex for coating the inner wall of a pipe 





Form PCT/IS A/237 (Box No. V) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 


International application No. 

PCT/FR2004/000985 


Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Rule 43bl& 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 






that can reduce or eliminate the leaching-out 






of one or more constituents of 


the material of 






said pipe into a liquid conducted by this 






pipe. 




2 


.1 


.2. The solution to this problem proposed in 
claim 1 of the present application is 
considered as involving an inventive step (PCT 
Article 33(3)), for the following reasons: 

- the use of a latex for coating the inner 






wall of a pipe is already 


known (see 






document Dl, lines 9-36); 








- unlike claim 1, the latex 


of document Dl 






does not undergo pretreatment in order to 






meet the conditions as regards the 






prevention of leaching; 








- the other documents of the 


prior art do 






not suggest the solution of claim 1 






either . 




2 


.1 


.3. Claims 2-34 are dependent on claim 1 and 






therefore also comply, as such 


, with the PCT 






requirements in respect of novelty and 






inventive step. 




3 




INDEPENDENT CLAIM 35 




3 


. 1 


. The use of at least one latex to form a film 






intended for coating the inner wall 


of a pipe, in 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 bis. 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

order to reduce or eliminate the leaching-out of one 
or more constituents of the material of said pipe 
into a liquid conducted by this pipe is already 
described in document Dl (see claim 1) . The subject 
matter of the claim is therefore not considered as 
novel (PCT Article 33(2)). 

4. INDEPENDENT CLAIM 3 6 

4.1. In respect of independent claim 36, the same 
argument applies mutatis mutandis as in respect of 
independent claim 1. The subject matter of claim 36 
is therefore novel (PCT Article 33(2)) and is 
considered as involving an inventive step (PCT 
Article 33(3)). 

4.2. Claim 37 depends on claim 36 and therefore also 
complies with the PCT requirements in respect of 
novelty and inventive step. 
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Box No. VHI Certain observations on the international application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully supported by 
the description, are made: 

It is clearly apparent from pages 4 and 11 of the 
description that the following features are essential to 
the definition of the invention: 

- the latex is subjected to a purification treatment 
by dialysis and/or ultrafiltration (page 11, lines 
5-7) 

- the degree of purity of the latex is verified 
(page 11, lines 23-26) by 

- measuring the conductivity using a conductimeter at 
a temperature of 20°C (page 4, lines 10-11) . 

Since independent claim 1 does not contain these 
features, it does not meet the condition pursuant to PCT 
Article 6 in combination with PCT Rule 6.3(b), which 
stipulate that an independent claim must contain all the 
technical features essential to the definition of the 
invention . 

In respect of independent claim 36, the same argument 
applies mutatis mutandis as in respect of independent 
claim 1 . 
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